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last summer when we were debating the Commonwealth issue and
what committee should get. . .whether o r not a committee
should hav e a b i l l assigned to them. I 'm saying t hat we
h ave a p r ec e dent s e t h e r e o v e r a long period of time, and
t he p re c edent ha s be e n o n matters that are dealing with
public health, and in the past the d onat ion o f co r ne a s ,
heart transplants, etc. , e t c . , we have sent them to Public
Health who hears the bills and who really has the experience
of listening to the doctors, the hospitals a nd the nur s i n g
homes. The y a re familiar with the language. They a re
familiar with the problems. So it would be my suggestion
and my hope that you won't break with the tradition because
if you do tomorrow somebody may jump up an d s ay , we l l
Senator Morehead, you just wrote a bill, that is going to
become a law and i f it i s l a w i t be l on gs i n J udic i a r y
Committee. Anything that i s g o i n g t o d ea l wi t h t h e law
should g o w i t h Judi c i ar y , o r human r i g h t s . You just think
about some of the bills that are out there and ask yourself,
how many of them are out there that don't deal w ith ou r
r igh t s ?

PRESIDENT: One minute, Senator.

SENATOR HIGGINS: S o the best way to solve the problem of
the Judiciary Committee not ending up wit h 50 0 bi l l s t h i s
year is to do it the way we' ve b een do in g i t . Se nd i t
around to where these types of bills have been traditionally
heard . I wo u l d u r g e y o u t o support Senator Wesely's motion.
Thank you , Mr . Pr e si de n t .

PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Wesely to close.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank yo u , Mr . Pr e si de n t . T hank y o u ,
Senator Higgins for your support . I al so want t o t h ank
Senator Chambers f o r his comments. I think h e, obv i o u s l y ,
has a legitimate concern and he made those clear to us. But
the thing about Senator Chambers that I have learned to
admire on this issue is he's able to take the issue at hand
and realize perhaps that the ground on which he s tands i s n ' t
as firm as it ought to be. So he diverts our attention over
t o a n o t h e r i ssu e on which he st and s a l i t t l e hi ghe r , a
little stronger, and then we all debate that issue instead
of the one we' re really going to vote on. What we' re voting
on, at this moment, is the question of which committee ought
to hear the bill. That i s r ea l l y i t . The bill itself, the
questions about the bill, is it good or bad, has no bearing
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